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2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



The response of 1 1/24/06 was received and considered. 



2. 



Claims 1-19 are pending. 



Response to Amendment 



3. Claims 1,15, and 18 have been amended and claim 19 has been added. 

4. Claim 15 has been amended to overcome the 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph 
rejection. Therefore, the rejection is withdrawn. 

5. The deceleration filed on 1 1/24/06 under 37 CFR 1.131 has been considered but 
is ineffective to overcome the Busboom reference. 

6. The evidence submitted is insufficient to establish a conception of the invention 
prior to the effective date of the Busboom reference. While conception is the mental 
part of the inventive act, it must be capable of proof, such as by demonstrative evidence 
or by a complete disclosure to another. Conception is more than a vague idea of how to 
solve a problem. The requisite means themselves and their interaction must also be 
comprehended. See Mergenthaler v. Scudder, 1897 CD. 724, 81 O.G. 1417 (D.C. Cir. 
1897). The evidence provided does is insufficient because the evidence fails to support 
several claim limitations. For example, the evidence lacks support for the following 
claim limitations: "providing content in a portal", "receiving a request from a user for a 
portal content component", "displaying the requested portal content component", 
"comparing the weight of the previous authentication requirement with the weight of the 
authentication requirement for the portal content component", "displaying a logon 
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component", "providing the user an option for selecting one of the plurality of 
authentication mechanisms", " a portal runtime engine for receiving portal content 
component requests and for displaying one or more requested portal content 
components" and "determining whether the first value is equal or greater than a second 
value associated with the authentication requirement for the portal content component". 

7. The evidence submitted is insufficient to establish a reduction to practice of the 
invention in this country or a NAFTA or WTO member country prior to the effective date 
of the Busboom reference. There was no evidence submitted to prove reduction to 
practice of the invention. 

8. The evidence submitted is insufficient to establish diligence from a date prior to 
the date of reduction to practice of the Busboom reference to either a constructive 
reduction to practice or an actual reduction to practice. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/24/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

10. The Busboom reference is prior art because the Declaration of Kai Ullrich under 
37 G.F.R. 1.131 is insufficient to overcome the reference. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 1-8 and 10-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Patterson et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0053023, and 
further in view of Busboom et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication, 2006/0053296. 

Regarding claim 1, Patterson discloses computer-implemented method of providing 
content in a portal (fig. 4, #80 and H[0048], lines 1-3), the method comprising: receiving 
a request from a user for a portal content component (fig. 7, #S1 and H[0055]); and 
determining whether the user has satisfied a previous authentication requirement for the 
portal that is equal to or greater than an authentication requirement for the portal 
content component (fig. 7, #S3-S4). Patterson wherein the portal content component is 
one of a plurality of portal content components and at least two of the portal content 
components have different authentication requirements. However, Busboom discloses 
wherein the portal content component is one of a plurality of portal content components 
and at least two of the portal content components have different authentication 
requirements (11(0129] and U[1046]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the device of Patterson with the 
device of Busboom to provide a plurality of different authentication mechanism for 
authenticating the user to heighten security as taught by Busboom (^[0146]). 
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Regarding claim 2, Patterson further discloses if the previous authentication 
requirement is less than the authentication requirement for the portal content 
component, providing an authentication mechanism according to the authentication 
requirement for the portal content component (fig. 7, #S6-S8 and fig. 9, #S20-S21). 

Regarding claim 3, Patterson further discloses if the previous authentication 
requirement is equal to or greater than the authentication requirement for the portal 
content component, displaying the requested portal content component (fig. 8A-B, 
#S10-S12). 

Regarding claim 4, Patterson discloses the method in accordance with claim 1 but 
Patterson lacks or does not expressly disclose wherein each authentication requirement 
is defined by a weight. However, Busboom discloses wherein each authentication 
requirement is defined by a weight fll[0109]). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the device of 
Patterson with the device of Busboom to define a strength or priority to the 
authentication requirements in order to define a particular level of security according to 
the service provider as taught by Busboom fl|[0109]). 

Regarding claim 5, Busboom further discloses comparing the weight of the previous 
authentication requirement with the weight of the authentication requirement for the 
portal content component fl|[0027])! 
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Regarding claim 6, Patterson further discloses displaying a logon component of the 
authentication mechanism (^[0021]). 

Regarding claim 7, Patterson discloses a computer-implemented method of providing 
content in a portal (fig. 4, #80 and H[0048], lines 1-3), the method comprising: receiving 
a request from a user to access the portal; and in response to the request (fig. 7, #S1 
and 1J[0055]). Patterson lacks or does not expressly disclose providing a selected one 
of a plurality of authentication mechanisms for authenticating the user and enabling 
access to the portal, wherein each authentication mechanism includes a different 
authentication requirement. However, Busboom discloses providing a selected one of a 
plurality of authentication mechanisms for authenticating the user and enabling access 
to the portal, wherein each authentication mechanism includes a different authentication 
requirement fll[0129] and fl[1046]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the device of Patterson with the 
device of Busboom to provide a plurality of authentication mechanism for authenticating 
the user to heighten security as taught by Busboom (U[0146J). 

Regarding claim 8, Busboom further discloses wherein each authentication requirement 
corresponds to at least one portal content component (1J[0146]). 
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Regarding claim 10, Patterson further discloses receiving a request from the user for a 
first portal content component (fig. 7, #S1); and determining whether the user has 
satisfied a previous authentication requirement for the portal that is equal to or greater 
than an authentication requirement for the first portal content component (fig. 7, #S2- 
S4). 

Regarding claim 11, Patterson further discloses if the previous authentication 
requirement is less than the authentication requirement for the first portal content 
component, providing an authentication mechanism according to the authentication 
requirement for the first portal content component (fig. 7, #S6-S8 and fig. 9, #S20-S21). 

Regarding claim 12 Patterson further discloses if the previous authentication 
requirement is equal to or greater than the authentication requirement for the first portal 
content component, displaying the first portal content component fl|[0021]). 

Regarding claims 13 and 19, Patterson lacks or does not expressly disclose receiving a 
request from the user for a second portal content component; and determining whether 
the authentication requirement for the first portal content component is equal to or 
greater than an authentication requirement for the second portal content component. 
However, Busboom discloses receiving a request from the user for a second portal 
content component (fig. 10, #102a); and determining whether the authentication 
requirement for the first portal content component is equal to or greater than an 
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authentication requirement for the second portal content component (fig. 10, #102b). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to further modify the device of Patterson with the device of Busboom to access a 
second portal content and require further authentication as a heightened security 
measure, as taught by Busboom flj[0146]). 

Regarding claim 14, Busboom further discloses if the authentication requirement for the 
first portal content component is less than the authentication requirement for the second 
portal content component, providing an authentication mechanism according to the 
authentication requirement for the second portal content component (fig. 10, #103b). 

Regarding claim 15, Busboom further discloses if the authentication requirement for the 
first portal content component is equal to or greater than the authentication requirement 
for the second portal content component, displaying the second portal content 
component (11(0146], Iines14-17, and fig. 10, "continuation of service session"). 

Claims 16 and 17 are substantially equivalent to claims 4 and 5 and therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Regarding claim 18, Patterson discloses system for providing content in a portal (fig. 4, 
#80 and ^[0048], lines 1-3), the system comprising, a portal content directory (fig. 4, #84 
& #86 and H[0045]) storing a plurality of portal content components, each portal content 
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component having an authentication requirement for access thereto; a portal runtime 
engine for receiving portal content component requests and for displaying one or more 
requested portal content components (fig. 4, #82 & #80); and an authenticator/validation 
system (fig. 4, #80) configured to determine whether the user has satisfied a previous 
authentication requirement for the portal that is equal to or greater than an 
authentication. requirement for a requested portal content component (fig. 7, #S1-S9). 
Patterson wherein the portal content component is one of a plurality of portal content 
components and at least two of the portal content components have different 
authentication requirements. However, Busboom discloses wherein the portal content 
component is one of a plurality of portal content components and at least two of the 
portal content components have different authentication requirements flj[0129] and 
1J[1 046]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the device of Patterson with the device of Busboom to 
provide a plurality of different authentication mechanism for authenticating the user to 
heighten security as taught by Busboom fl|[0146]). 



13. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Patterson 
in view of Busboom as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of Watanabe, U.S. 
Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0084289. 
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Regarding claim 9, Patterson in view of Busboom disclose the method in accordance 
with claim 8, but lack or do not expressly disclose providing the user an option for 
selecting one of the plurality of authentication mechanisms. However, Watanabe 
discloses providing the user an option for selecting one of the plurality of authentication 
mechanisms (abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the device of Patterson in view of Busboom 
with the device of Watanabe to allow the user to select on of a plurality of authentication 
mechanisms in order to allow the user to be authenticated without causing an 
authentication error by a specific authentication process, as taught by Watanabe 
(10011]). 

Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aubrey H. Wyszynski whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8155. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, and 
alternate Friday's. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on 571272381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



AHW 




